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The Coalition of Asian Pacific Americans for FaiedRstricting (CAPAFR) thanks the
California Citizens Redistricting Commission foethtime, dedication and effort in trying to
respect Asian American and Pacific Islander (AAd@iinmunities of interest as they draw
State Assembly, Senate, Congressional and Bodtdudlization districts. While the
Commission has heard AAPI community testimony awilewed our two mapping responses,
we feel there are still changes that could be niadetter keep our communities whole.

Accordingly, we are submitting proposed mappingngfes to the Commission’s
Congressional visualizations. These proposed @sare intended to provide the
Commission and its line-drawers with suggestiom$taw to minimize fragmentation of
AAPI communities of interest in Santa Clara Couantg the San Gabriel Valley area of Los
Angeles County.

These proposed changes are submitted in respotise @pmmission’s recent visualizations
dated July 18 and 19, 2011. Each of the propolkadges requires only a three district
population shift that does not disturb neighboriegions. Each of the proposed changes
keeps population deviation in affected district®®t. We hope the attached description,
maps and GIS files will be helpful to both the Coissioners and Q2.

Santa Clara County

The most recent visualizations split all but on¢éhaf AAPI community’s core communities of
interest. We propose a three district changederoto better unify communities of interest in
Santa Clara County. These changes also keepathenunities of interest whole, such as
the LGBT community of interest in downtown San Jasd the Latino community of interest
in east San Jose.

In the Silicon Valley, the cities of Sunnyvale a@anta Clara are split between SANJO and
SNMSC. Our proposed change unifies most of Surieyatad all of Santa Clara in SANJO.
Our proposed change also brings Cupertino into SAMJbetter unify the AAPI community
of interest in Silicon Valley that was not kept étiger in the Commission’s State Assembly
and State Senate visualizations.

In the eastern part of the county, the EvergreehLattie Saigon neighborhoods are both split
in the Commission’s most recent Congressional \isatgon. Our proposed change unifies
these neighborhoods. Our proposed change alsofoityrenifies East San Jose and

! We note that in regions other than the ones meaddelow, the Commission’s most recent visuatireti
contain configurations that are likely to resulimegative impact on the ability of AAPI commuedtiof
interest and neighborhoods to have fair and effecgpresentation. We also recognize and appeettiat in
other instances the Commission’s visualizationsnaintain the geographical integrity of AAPI comntigs of
interest and neighborhoods. Because unificatidchade communities of interest and neighborhooalsate
split is likely to require more than minor changes, are not providing comments on other regiorght of the
Commission’s pronouncement that it is looking tckenanly minor changes at this point of the process.



downtown San Jose with Evergreen and Little Saigad,thereby ensures that these
neighborhoods with substantially similar socioecoiminterests have fair and effective
representation.

Proposed changes to Santa Clara County Congressional districts:

Move most of the portion of Sunnyvale in SNMSC afidf the portion of Santa Clara in
SNMSC into SANJO. Move Cupertino from SNMSC inttN&JO. Move small portion of
west San Jose from SNACL into SANJO for populagguality.

Move the portions of Evergreen and Little Saigo®sANJO into SNACL to unify
neighborhoods that are split; and move Eastsid@rityaof Alum Rock, East Foothills, East
San Jose, and portion of downtown San Jose fromJ®AINto SNACL to group
neighborhoods with similar socioeconomic interests.

Move west San Jose, Campbell, Los Gatos, MontenSeeambrian Park, Cambrian/Pioneer
planning area, Almaden planning area, LexingtomsHihd small portion of Willow Glen
planning area from SNACL into SNMSC.

All districts remain at 0% deviation.

Los Angeles County: San Gabrid Valley

In an alarming development from previous visuala, the most recent Congressional
visualization for the West San Gabriel Valley sptite West San Gabriel Valley community
of interest consisting of Alhambra, Monterey P&ksemead, San Gabriel, Arcadia, San
Marino and Temple City. Specifically, part of Rossad and all of South San Gabriel are
split from the rest of this community of interest.

The Commission has received substantial testimboytahe need to keep this community of
interest intact, and several Commissioners havkagtiprecognized this testimony as
compelling. The new configuration ignores thiditeeny and dilutes the ability of Asian
American and other residents of this communitynbériest to have fair and effective
representation.

That a portion of Rosemead is split from this comityuof interest is especially

disconcerting in light of barriers to voting thasiAn Americans in Rosemead have faced in
recent years. As noted in testimony we providethéoCommission, the City of Rosemead
was sued by the U.S. Department of Justice in 200®iolations of Section 203 of the

federal Voting Rights Act, including failures togwde language assistance to Chinese and
Vietnamese American voters. To ensure that Asisre#cans in Rosemead can have fair and
effective representation in the face of these tygdmrriers to voting, all of Rosemead should
be kept together with the rest of the West San @BYalley community of interest.

We have also provided the Commission with infororaindicating the presence of racially
polarized voting patterns in the West San Gabradley, specifically that Asian Americans
vote cohesively for common preferred candidateshofce, and that non-Asian Americans



vote consistently against the preferences of Adiaierican voters. Rosemead and South San
Gabriel have a significant Asian American populatidy taking a portion of Rosemead and
all of South San Gabriel out of Congressional is®GVP, the most recent visualization
reduces the Asian American CVAP in SGVP, diluting ability of Asian Americans to have
fair and effective representation in the face ekthpatterns of racially polarized voting.

To address this very serious problem, we propcstettie Commission unify the City of
Rosemead and draw it and South San Gabriel whtdeS@VP with the remaining West San
Gabriel Valley community of interest. Balancing ttemaining population across districts
SGVP, DWWTR, and COVNA allows opportunities to @mtrcity splits. South ElI Monte
and part of the Census Designated Place of AvoEkiights should be moved into DWWTR,
the Cities of Duarte, San Dimas, and La Verne shbalmade whole in COVNA, and the
City of Claremont should be made whole in SGVP mRaing population deviations should
be addressed by adjusting the existing divisioMofrovia and dividing Glendora.

In addition to uniting the West San Gabriel Valmymmunity of interest, these changes (1)
unify five cities (Rosemead, Claremont, La Vernan ®imas, and Duarte) at the expense of
dividing one additional city (Glendora) and one 8#Designated Place (Avocado Heights),
resulting in a net reduction of three city/CDP &pl{(2) maintain two 50% Latino CVAP
districts (DWWTR and COVNA); and (3) maintain a foidl community of interest while
better respecting the integrity of cities.

Proposed changesto San Gabriel Valley Congressional districts: Unify the City of
Rosemead by moving the portion that is in DWWTRnglwith South San Gabriel, into
SGVP.

[92]

Move South El Monte and a small portion of the @srSesignated Place Avocado Height
from COVNA into DWWTR, giving the district a LatinGVAP of 51.46%.

Unify the Cities of Duarte, San Dimas, and La Vebganoving the portions that are in
SGVP into COVNA.

Unify the City of Claremont by moving the portidmat is in COVNA into SGVP.

Balance population between COVNA and SGVP by irsirgathe portion of Monrovia in
COVNA and moving the southern portion of Glendaar(erally south of State Route 66)
from SGVP into COVNA. These adjustments leave CAMMth Latino CVAP of 50.44%.

All districts remain at 0% deviation.




